I 



Part 8. Was there a conspiracy? 

P lyy' 

CES; "’The Conmission has found no evidence that either Lee Harvey Oswald 

or •^ack Buhy was part of any conspiracy.,.’ And the report also states! 

’The Conmission has foiind no evidence that anyone assisted Osniald in 
planning out the assassination.' ... contrary to the popular impression, 
the Commission, by these words, left the door open on the question if 
conspiracy just a orack,.,They don’t say that the Commission concluded 
that there was no oamspriacy or that Oswald was the sole assassin,..."^ 

Fact: The was a good pojnt, if CBS had honest intent, to tell its listeners 

that the Report was designed to give something quotable on almost any- 
thing, However, they didn't, and they chose to ignore the very un- 
equivocal statement of just the opposite in the Commission chapter a 
entitled "Summary and iionolusions". There (page 19) under "Conclusion 
this is the fourth; "The shots which killed President Kennedy and 
wounded Governor Connally were fired by Lee Harvey Oswald. This con- 
clusion is based upo;J the following:" There follow the Commission seven 
reasons for concluding Oswald was the lone assassin. Identically the m 
same is true of the Tippit murder, ■‘•his is the Commission’s fifth con- 
clusion, on the vary next page. Here the "eport repeats that this con- 
clusion also "upholds the finding that Oswald fired the shots which 
killed President Kennedy and wounded Governor Connally", 

■‘^er^^^GBS lied, not by accident. The ^eport does conclude exactly the 
opposite of CBS’ misrepresentation of it. it does;^ not "onlyjfeay that 
the Commission could flndno evidence that others were involved, no evidence 
that there was a consplre/cy", it straightforwardly says that Oswald was 
the lone and unassisted assassin and murderer of the policeman. 

At the time of these broadcasts, this lie is no accident, for there was 
then a concentration of apologies for the government's error, all of which 
emph asized this sam e lie, particularly the .series by Gavzer and Moody^rf 
Hate^Asa^ocia^d Pre^fe^ ^ 









CBS "If there was a conspiracy, it could have taken one of two forms: either 
Oswald was a sole triggerman for behind-the-scanesi^ manipulators or 
there were one or more additional gunmen firing at the Tresidentj" (page 

Fact: The most obvious conspiracy is one not imrolvlng Oswald,' idilch CBS does 

not mention..yt in any event is a third possibility and makes another 
and agalnx a not accidental lie of the CES statement a conspiracy could 
have taken one of two forms", each including uswald,«^ ' 

CBS; "The single bullet theory has bectane perhaps the most controversial 

aspect of the report.. The Commission said it was not essential to its 
conclusions" (page 2). 

Fact: ^t is not the single-bullet theory that the Commission said was not 



2 )^ 



essential to its concilia ions, for it The Commission accounted for 
th ree shots: one that inflictad seven nour fatal injuries on both men; 
the ttxtx fatal shot, that it said ezploq/ed and left ftoagnents inside 
the car and that damaged the car in two minor places^ and one that miss^ 
entirely, that J. Fdgar Hoover said could not be associated with any 
bullet or frag ment of bullet that struck the car or any of itjH^-' 
occupants. J^twis misrepresentation lays the fdundatlon for ^ 
repetition of a lie by Arlen Specter, the man credited with ^,fS^^rhood 
of the single-bullet theory, which is in the fourth program,"^. What the 
Conmission said "is not necessary to any essential findings of the 
Conmission" is "to determine just which shot hit Governor Connally^*(B 19 j , 
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non-fatal shot hit the PrealdentJI^ 




CBS; 



®his also is quite false^ifor the fatal shot is eliminated and the 
Commission sajis the hetneen -<!rames 210 and 

225 of the Zapruder film. GoTsmor ^onnally was never in a position 
to have a single bullet inflict all the damage on hi;s> 7 after about 
■“rame 240, or never when there was time fotrthe firing of it. There 
likewise is no. ^ubt of the^miss.ed shot, for it wouhded a bystander, Jmi^s 
C. Tague,/’// ^ 4 -iv-ty /7u<i n\ /L 77/4’ 

In the same paragraph CBS proves it lied, concluding it this way: 

”... either three groups of wounds were caused by two bullets, ^ich is 
the single ballet theory, or all three bullets fired from Oswald's rifle 
struck tUt Resident ask Esnnedy and Oovernor Connally, whidi the 
Commission rejected in the belief that one bullet missed completely" (page 2). 



Fact: 




There were not three groups of wounds caused by two bullets, and this 
is not the single-bullet theory. That theory is correctly stated above. 

There were four groups of wounds. One, in the President's head, by the 
so-called "fatal" bullet, and the pair of wounds in the President’s 
neck, the wounds in the governor's chest, wrist and thigb» al l caused ^ 
the "single bullet". 

"This photograph (Dillards, of the fii Negroes in the fifthOfloor windows), 
t'hkm only seconds after the assassination...." ^ 

Second^xj^ an abbreviation. CBS suppressed knowledge of tie Hughes film 

— ^ ~ ^ — or->no ftore^^mplimentary, was Ignorant of it. ^his motion picture, 

T^ich shows jboth the entire so>/th face ofgthe TSBD and the motorcade 

on ®lm St., taken at the moment of the assassination, disproves the 
Commission story and the account of th^jjsstimony of these three men 
that CBS here tises, on tbs next page. 125-30,278-80). 

/the Hu^es film, Tn DallaE^v - pgojnctefl lB^t 1 H;gpxrxnohcn of nn as'=nc. 1 ntfl nf-nrfwa , 
CBS; Holland's "is pertiaps the most telling account in favor of the grassy 
knoll theory ^l^age 3)^ 

Fact: T^e mMe accurate formulation is not "grassy-knoll theory" but shot from 

tl&^tTont, which includes grassy knoll. And "the most telling" evidence 

eye-witness teaWmon^, .important as that is, but t^e tangible emtA 
3 . Ait'lfhe floctorsy^who ^^aitially saw the Hresidentt^Wttd Hih /gura ^> 
saw the 



is not 
evidence. 

the only ones who ever saw the wound -in the front of the Presl de ^' s V j 7777 ^^ 

neokjp.then said it was or appeared to be an entrance wound. . T-hie rs^te^ ^ 

it ment '3^^ still in the autopsy report two days after the assassination and 

"^--Jta s confirmed to the a utouav doctors the day after the assassination by 
Dr. Perry 4^8»p ^S^ £&8) • ^ or e -lc wher e-- thi t> b e lomga, lu uun'liUAl , CBS 
ignored this tangible ovld c aqg of a shot from t^ front. 

CBS; "Mr. Zapruder, when we interviewed him here, tended to agree that the 
knoll was not involved." ^re Zapruder is ^ interviewed. He says,"... 

I believe that if there were shots that came from my right ear, I would 
hear a different sound. ^ heard the shots coming from ~ I wouldn't 
know which direction to say -- but they was driven from the Texas Botrk 
depository and they all sounded alike..."{j| 8 ge 4) 







Fact; 






Zapruder immediately the Secret Service that the shots had e come* 
from the grassy knoll 138-9). ^e also indicated this at the 

.peginning of his testimony, ^en the brain washing had not been completed. 



y 



CBS Use^ James W, Altgens to say "...at the time he (JFK) was struck^ 
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ty this blow to the head, it was so obvious that it came from behind. 

^t had to come from behind because it caused him to bolt forward..." 

I -kU lU hYmtti4)*tv> 

Fact; CBS edited Altgens^ toolrtm aa^^ for he a t ao ~~testifled^that the exploded 
brain matter and o^her tissue splashed to the left, not consistent 
with the official aoooidit of dpiage to the right side of the President’s 
head only. More Important, used what it knew to be an incorrect 
recollection, for it knew the Zapruder pictures show that the President 
never "bolted", never went forwarfi. *t knew also that the ^’resident 
moved first backward, and then to his left, which is exactly what the 
Zapruder film, incontrovertible evidence, shows. jia jBWS r'&BS- 
this in a different ccntext^^age 

CBS; "OFFICER JAC^; The car in which I was driving, which occupied the 
Tice President, was -- had just completed its t\im, and I felt a 
blast which appeared to be a rifle shot come from behind me. I turned 
and looked up at the School ®ook 'depository ."There could have been 
no shots from in front. Sacks is led to say, and "I could feel the 
concussion frtm all three^ ^ 

Fact; Assuming idiat is im'wrobsbl^ tha'^ Jacks felt the concussion of 

all three shotax-and by the third herf waw well down Blm Street and 
away from the depository building- he did not and couldnot_have 
felt the first "from behifid me" if it came fromj^a^fc-islx^ 
window. H » Incontrovert ible evidence of,Jhe''Al«gena and Zapruder 
■pirctures'pjroTOs thisT'By/i^’rame 255 



,ear, the^ihird, was opposite 

the second of the road-iane stripes ((1^208-3; 244-5). stripe 

is roughly parallel with the main entrance to the bt^ildlng ((^xS&9 209, 
(m^I 246). If the President had not been struck before ^rame'^lO, as 
without doubt he had been, as I proved - and CBS also says - at that 
part of the Zapruder film Jacks could not have completed his turn and 
any concusion he felt from behind him and to his right would have had 
to come from ^ y ^ 1 d 1 n g. odiuld not have ccma from the TSBD. 

CBS; "In Abraham Zapruder’s film of the assassination, the fdtal shot 

appears to move the head backxszd.The critics contend this can duly 
mean the shot came not from the Book Depository, but from somewhere in 
front. Not for the first time, nor for the last in these reports, we 
find equally qualified experts in disagreement. We put the question 
of the President' d head movement to an experienced photo analyst and 
two expert pathologists" {^age 6) 

Fact; It is true that some of the critics now contend that the Zapruder 

film shows the President's head moq^ng backward. However, I know of 
no book by any critic save my own(§pi which so states. 

The first of the experts CBS hare presents is Cha rles Wyclroff • Sa 
aglcef^i a ni^Wfai he ii^keS'~no~~referenee to the^motlon of the 
President'Tli^dlTbackward ^ This^tts what CBS said they out to him. They 
cTid notT'Ra'^her "...the explosion... occur a forward of the_5resldent. 
Now, wouion v'tSaVindicate the bullet coming from the front'*'" To this 
®yekoff disagreed J^age elySather then^^gaged in a nMh i rr large misp 
representation, of the omp critics an^®B®'s oi^ statement of what the 
critics holdi"Well, you're aware thslj^ some cr'Ttics say that by the 
very fact that in the picture you oanaearly see the explosion of the 
bullet on the front side of the President, that that certainly indicates 




the bifllet came from the front^Cpage 7), 
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d/ 



Perhaps CBS dre^d up some cri^c 
"some critics say", but it knew 
President's head mo7ed backward 
based not on the explosion but 




/■T) 




sm that it felt it could torture into 
id the only book says that the 
•t forward, and this argument is 

answer is alight confort to thd defenders of the Commission, though 
presented this way by CBS, Wycfcoff showed a series of millionth-of-a- 

bullet going throu^ a light bulb, with the 
explosion ahead of it. There is a vacutm inside a light blub ..ndt ^ 
brains, blood, bone, etc. But in an:y event, it is nAt "vei 

' 5^ flstt side or tie-tlSBa 

the explosion w^s to tfce ffoi^ and the Jte^f^ording to the 

nnn up by Cronkite in this towering 

explanation from a physicist as to how a h2d 
could move backward after being struck from behind", followed by an 
understatement of similar magnitude, "which seemafto many laymen Lt 
pos sible , I re-emphasize, Wyckoff made no referehce to head direction. 



C- h-^ t kjoiilipooto i&at must have been a much longer interview 

1 X- Cjuril W. WeehJ, a forensic pathologist, of Ducuesne Universitv 

i, Cmt ^I2_i_20o 8 single short para^ph^ ffee essence is t hat it is "quite /<;ryTP 
hnllisely that a shot from behind moved t he fa^d bailkwari;^, - 



CVS ^ Here CBS produces the first ^ two "first appearances" since the assasslna- 

doctors, ^tro^i^bled by the wonder why these doctors, 

^ ettack,^4Si^^ appear for CBS and not for anyone 

else. The explanation is obvious: CBS promised a whitewash and that is 
what U delivered, aided imneasurably by the doctors who, in turn, were 
assistep by the CBS failure to ask the obvious questions, none of v&ich 

conceive, for they are set forth in my p»blished 
WOTk and some by others, first is l^r, %lcolm Perry, making "his first 
public statement since the report was published" 7)^ 

if Of the wound "in the front of the President's neck", of which «ather 
asked, Per^ said said his was "a very cursory examination" because 
of the need for "immediate action" (page 8) which is true but no answer, 
for to an experienced man a cursor^ examination is enou^ and Dr, Perry 
hl,Smelf operatid on that very poim:, hence examined it carefully. Asked. 

, 4 . 1 . discuss" the front-wound "with me". Perry said what is entirely 

unrelated, that " the dete^nation of entrance or exit frequently requires the 

ascertationlsic) of trajectory. And this, of course, I did not do, “one 

^^® ^^”®* nfJtime for such things". This he followaS;^ 

with further evasion and falsehood, a pajPagrpah on the difference in 
size between entrance and eiit wounds iw4th no reference to the specifics 
® °bd the statement that with an undeformed military bullet 

the caliber of the bullet on entrance and exit will frequently be the’ 
same and the w-unds may "would be very similar" 7^” 



fact: 



The could be true of diameter but not character, as all the experts, w 
wlthour exception, acknowledged. The direction of the bullet is indicated 
iT. , of . the nieces of flesh, 

i'„ i ps^ riu. biL'u', 



U.- py the intrusion or exti 

■" ifp/i iTt -f iiu.nif,„r, ru~, 

CBS; "Did it occur to you at the time, or did you think, was this an entry 
wound, or was it an exit woundV" C 

, ' (‘'yiC i '*■ • 

"I didn t give it mu cij thought". Perry replie d; going immediately into 
a restatement that he had to ^pply his qnegr energies to "the problem 

’ ®® present, "and I raally didn't concern 

myself too much with how it happened, or why", paragraph, with a 












! 



i“ Cc 

n There would be less quetion of GBS» integrity, less of its tfepartiality and 
1 A 

intent, if it had not hM?e oppressed the fact that in publishing the indivi-, 

dual frames of the Zapruder the Conmission had not reversed Frames 3l8 and 

315 (EBDTOGEAEHIC ffifliTElASH 85, 145), making the motion of the President's 

/y<Z J 

head in response to the strike in Frame 313 seem to gw'fe^exactly ti» opposite 
'Tn flirection than it really and had it not also suppressed the fact that 
there were nine unpublished frames (fflOTOGEAPHIC IHITEMSH 28, 144). The 
suppression of this ^questionable evidence - the alternative is CBS ignorance j 

. ,Y ' 

hardly possible ix th e y>^had minimum Jouig^list 'and research competence^ with 
the investment of a half-million dollars^ and a tremenduous total of man-hours 
o-frer a seven-month period - is in itself proof that CBS never intended a fair, 
both sides presentation but designed the ez parte whitewash t^^-prasented. 
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Fact; 



similar evaaiona, liea and non-aequetura, ends, "I 
much about /{^ag/a qJ, 

Fact: The fjft day. Perry said this was a wound of entrance. Virtaflly 

arkland aaid this, some maintaining it even 
after conaiderable^prealure am was applied. The second day Perry <=aid 
the same thing, and it remained in the au«ipsy report for two days,*when 
it was mysteriously removed without any alteration in the cdpv-, 6 #l 93 > 

The sworn testimony is that rtien he learned this was inconaistrarifttir^ 
what the autopsy doctors were going to report, he asked Dr. 2^p (Jiark 
to ^ke over his next press conference for him and rih then fled 

contaet with the press. He would neveriave 
dared lay himself so wide open as on this Cffi film without assuraniM he a 
-An, f , handled easily - 

CBS: »'The nature of the throat wound can no longer be verified, for no 

records irere m^e and no pfctures taken before Dr. Perry cut through it in an 
attemtp to relieve his patientsis breathing^ fy, 

Records were made and recorded and exist, and they say the President 
was shot from the front. Gb 5 lied. "The nature of the thro^wound" 
cm be "verified" and has been, by those who saw it^ aadlt is not true 
ttot because no pictures were taken before Dr. Perry out through it" 
the autdpsy pictures would have no bearing. Tne cut is a straight slit. 

of tile autopsy pictures, vrtiich the ^vsmment prevented, 
with the Commission never doing it, never asking the doctors about ttiem 
under oath, and denying analysts whoban make sense of them access to them. 

can disclose whether they ajWv meaningful content on this point. It is 
more than possible that if proper pictures vara -teteA of front and lack, 
the character of each wound will be preser^rl^^:^^^ relatytonship in 
size between the two, -Jltioh is onebf the key marl^ of distinction between 
entrance and exit wounds. The direction in which the flesh ang « at the 
edge of the wounds also might be visible, whi<ai would, had they not been 
disturbed, reveal direction of the bullet. 

fere, less than honestly, CBS acknowledges the public admission by 
Perry toat the shot in the neck was from the front. It comes out thit 
way:After a big buildup and exaggeration of th significanie of the 
"turbulence" and "disorder", "Dr. Perry was rushed firom the emerges 
room for a news conference, where he was badgered into giving a d^cription 
of the wounds. The neck wound, he toldtoe press, looked like an j^ry 
wound... In the transcript of that newi conference, there’s ncr^ubt 
that Dr. Perry made it sound as if he had a firm opinion... '/fi^re the 
true propagandists subtle touch, the design to make it ee^n-af% though CBS 
is being forthri^t and is also giving the othej^stde^'^both of which are 
imtruB^* — 

Dr. Perry was "rushed" nowhere. There was a considerable time lag between 
the official death of the President and his press conference, ^e was 
badgered into nothing, and there was no r#^uirement or compulsion on him, 
%e next day he ducked the press conference wl^out dofficulty. Now if 
foB CBS intent were anything close to honest, it could have te/ecast 
^ss conference, ■’•t could even have directly quoted the transcript. Its 
^flluie to do either tells the whole whitewash stocy. The truth is 
contrary to both CBS statements and inuendos, Ti?iethout haste, without 
ppressure, without badgering, the next day Dr. Perry told the autopsy 
doctors that the i^resident s neck wound was of front entrance. CK knew 
this from mTOUblished work? which it read and had. 



CBS; 




f 
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CES: Mentions Ipage 9) the effort of Dr. RoseirJcto guarantee a eras autopsy, 

Pact! which it says it got from the Manxhe/^er book, mentioned with credit. 

However, it earlier read this in WH0PJSWASH, which earlier pointed out, 
js CBS canceded, that "T^e murder had been committed in thtt state, and 
there were no laws which gave the federal government jurisdiction". 

This is not ai important point, but it is one of many where properly 
ce(rdit dhould have gone to first'^iublished sojpcey. In each case, these 
are my books, and in every case, CBS either failed, to mention them or gave 
public credit to idiat I first did to others,r/i. 

CBS "...FBI agwnts submitted a report later disclosed in Sflward J. Epstein’s 
book, » Inquest J which said that they had heard one? anthologist 
say he had found a wound in the President’s back, and^could not find am 
exit" (page 9). 

Fact; This information had, in parapj^ase, been a,crefully leaked the end of 

1963 and early 1964. However, if CBS were ^o give credit for "disclosure", 
the first book to "disclose" this was 7EITEWASH, bidiich prints facsimile 
excerpts of the FBI report on page 195. Further, thl^did not rest on/^ 
the FBI repxjrt, as my books also disclose, for it was in the tes;£lmony of 
Hoy H. Eelleiman, gecret'^ervlc e agent in charge that day in Dellas and 
an oj^vserve* of the "autopsy. 

CBS: "...Ca,9tiffli Hhmes...has”^raax5i5^.re-emBximed the X-rays and photographs" 

(page'’^). 



Fact: 



fy^ty 






jiKij'S'i 



This againwl is a deliberate CBS mlsttatemsnt of fact, for it knew the 
truth from my writing. That is that neither B^jaes nor any of the doctors 
saw the pictures, not ft the time they took them, not as a xssE±t±Btx 9 f , 
prepartion for and part of their testimony, not since then, '^he first 
time the doctors exMined the pictures was when they were called to the 
Archives to do in. toe end of 1966. CBS repeats this lie a number of times 
during tlB: shows, "^t is not without point, for its has the effectof 
saying the doctors authenticate the picture, which they cannot do, and 
of disguising the fact that they did not have them for the completion of 
rt or as a necessary aid at their testimony, 



their autopsy repo... — .. 3 - 7 . 7 






CBS: 



j/n 

\ 

ill). 







Betiirned to Dr. Secht and the autopsy sketch. When discussing this. 

Bather misrepresent<^/t4!6 fact, saying, "Now, the Commission Beport , 
accepted that the bullet entered very near the neck, did it notV" (y>age lOjc) 

' 

Basic to the Beport is not that the rear, not- fatal woundxia .ifvery near 
the neck" ^ut liiat it was to the neck and notoere else. 

Handles the discussion of the Boswell ste^E^in a way to make it appear 
that toen Wecht is talking about Exhibit 385 he is talking about the 



" At f I.;, 



CBS 



Boswell sketch (page 10). 

Again repeatifand compound# the lie about the^ctures and X-rays» It 
also repeati^its plug for itself, that this is the flrat appearanee or 



First ®ronkita repea 



tA^hi 



.e lie, "re-exam- 



toterview granted by Dr. .H^^es. 
toed" and then **atoer just as falsely, "...Have you had a look at 

the pictures and X-rays from the time of the autopsy since the time 
that you submitted them to the Warren Comniss ionV" (^ge 10), 



Fact: 




..^ere the lie is more significant for it says what is false, that the 
Warren Commission had the pictures and X-rays, and that it is Humes, the 
cl^lf witness on this aspect, who gave them to the Commission, the inference 
being to his sworn testimony. 
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I CES: 






In saying "yes", ^Hones also tells all the same lies, that he had earlier 
seen the pictures, whichj^ls false, tiiat the Warren ^oiniiissloh, to his 
knowledge, had them, which is also false, and tbat he bad them and 
gave them to the Commission, agains false and again/, to the knowledge of 
/ all InTolved, knowingiy false. okcui- / <? i 

Asked Hurtes to com~ent on the disparity betweej^85 and the (Boswell sketch. 
Of the Bspwell skecth, Hunes is permitted to say, wi-Hiout any question 
being asked, "they (meming shch sketches] are never meant to be accurate 
or precisely to scale". 11) Heines emphasized this absence of need 

for precision in response to the friendly question, deslgmd for this 
purpose," ...in preparing autopsy reports" it is "routine" for them "at 
this stage” not "to be prepared precisely". "No precise measurements 
are made", he said, tnd the/skecthes are "used as an aide memoi^e, if 



you wldl, to the pathologist as he later writes his report^ 



/c 






Fact: 



CBS; 



Fact: 




The autopsy is a medico-legal document/. As a physician qualified in 
forensic medicines. Dr. Hornes knows, as certainly CBS did, thsrtt there 
is the u-bnost in precision required at every stage in an autopsy r^ ort 
on any murdey', most partteularly when it is the murder of a President, 
further, it is the essecne of the inexcusable argument made in pretended 
defense of the Boswell sketch »^ WW.-19y1, that precise measurements had been 
and correctly entered oiul^s chart, idie^e the location of tbs /^^/n 
woTaui P^'c incorrectly marked ^^^he dewcripti^ of the location 
correctly max indicated with respect to its distance from the mastoid. 

In further attemtpted self-justification, Hvimes says, "More importantly, 
we feel, that the measurements which are noted here at the margins of the 
drawing are the precise meastirements which we took". 

The notes, idilch are what Dr. H^s says these figures come from and the 
real basis of the autppsy, are toteily missing. The are required to be 
in the Commission's file 371 and are not in duplicate files in the Natipnal 
Archives. They are required to be in Exhibit 397, and they are not. They 
have not been burned, as Mark -^ane and. others says, but were carefully 
preserved, as my books alones disclose. CBS knew all about this. If ttelr 
intent was honesty and their purpose the fair exposition and presentaion 
Af both sides, at this point there shoiild have beai reference to 
absence of these very notes H\mies says are the most important, and^te alMO 
absence of any exact! skectches, preclselt|.lcoating all of the President’s 
wounds, scars, etc., such as make the Oswald autojay a model of scientific 
precision. Failure to ask these obvious and required questioii^ already 
public in my writing I alone among the book s) m^ l^ t^^ CBS show as a 
whitewash^ fjot ff&CQ they had the man ^ wreAe /Mioi^^e Suppressed dnm Tn e-int 
vitsG. to authentication o f..!^a:l. he iJa sayin g . ) ami explains why 
Himei'lfould appear on CK but’"would not ansTOr my Titter or comnont on the 



crrl^cUu^ I critician of him and his autSpsy in my borksT because he knew he 

treated in this ^BshApn.^ wil^^ anyone who ^iots . 

Hr ; the fSsct and truth andj^ W 

CBS'. |»r termlts H mes to "locate" the rear, non-fital woimd as he 

Fact: did in the autopsy report, in the abnormal fashion that "fixes" it by 

me^ ptna of only flexible points, "fourteen centimeters from the *ti>tT 
tip of the rl^t acromium and fourteen centimeters below the tip of the 
rl^t mastoid". As I alone among the critics pointed out, each of these 
fails to locate, each is a variable. The ordinary a?^d inflexible method 
is not to use the acrdunium, or shoulder Joint, which involves the ^ 
width of the body and means nothing, but the spine, which is 



1 
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lC’li‘(J\i^y- 

tt i- «. C'-T;^ 



regardless ^f the vldth of the body^ xcs^/iTcs measurement from it 
is precise/' wltheat Imow^dge of the width of the body^ iWthe mastoid, 
which is an entirely different part of the body^-aed invokes both the 
length of the neck and the position and angle of th® head, neither of 
which are even remotely indicated in the autopsy. Here normal and 
accepted practise is for identification with the numbered rerterbrae/ 
Failure to do these things, to give inflexible points, puts the whole 
autopsy in question, CBS failure to see k the truth a bout it and worse, 
ejagrant whitewashing of it, with active acartmotalax contribution to that 
whitewashing, raises-pT^uestions about CBS integrity and end any possi- 
bility of serious belief of the CBS claim that it gave"both sides". 

Over and above all of this, there is the total absence in the afctopsy 
report of any diagrams, an essential if the autopsy was to be understood 
and stand on something other than faith, esueci allv since the doct^rs.^ 
knewTSt their repoFTTreuid not“have the pictures and ^^^ay^ didr^t 
know if the pictures were cleari and because the pictures cannot ^ow 
measuremenia,_jfital...in_any criminal proceeding, ^u fact, the absence of 



‘ ]l . -K-fi f fji ' mv~^art s is ample indicarfldn^ithe doctors had been told Jo prepore 

^ general document that w>uld not be closely scrutinize^ »4- a fair indi- 



cation they had been ordered to whitewash, otherwise, with their foren- 
sic training and experience, they would have prep ared a report that wouM be 
unequivocal and could have gone to court.T^®SR Do^oi^.^i^ forensic- 

s would not knowingly sumit fn report on which i 



medical qualifications would not knowingly suttait report on which thqr 
could not face cross examination withcmo ^assurance they wauld not have 
to. ^ the time this report was completed, Oswald had just been murdered. 
At the time it was drafted, he was still alive . At the time this draft 
was revised wnt hS’ had just been murdered . JJrfbho t^a-d-raf^^ as 

Hi ' id hi'H p i’ f i rl III I I l r n ft the' p^eibility of 

■fS' cross examination by his lawyers, S^r^is t he ' meet likely reason for the 

burning of the first draft of the autopsy, 

Further, this is an incomplete autopsy^ which ' d i d net troublet^CBS -eny 
more than the Commission, t&r ' 80 th were silent about its incompleteness. 
In short, this is no aitopsy, as the American Academy of forensic Medicine 
declared at its annual convention. 



CBS: Humes was asked if Exhibit 385, was "precise", % said it was because 

"we were trying to be precise, aid refer In ck to our measurements, that 
we had made and noted in the margins of the other drawing,^ 






Fact; This is inconsistent with his testimony U^L8 5) and with the certifications 
executed, including by Admiral Galloway ,(] cTo^ of the entire Naval J>^edical 
installation, Ijtis also inconsistent witB~tfie subsequent apologia, which 
are to the effect that these were just rough notes,,^j^re accuracy was 
not essential, in his testimony^^umes swm| that he^held in his hand 

"certain notes in long-hand, or rathe/, ^of various notes in long-hand 

made by myself , i n part during the uerformance of the examination of th e 
'oj late Pr^ident, and in part after the examination,_wj;,ilf we give Bumes 

~ ^ -cnose notes' he madeafter the examination 

wei®^afti^ of ttie autopsy, which is not likely, there remains those today 
non-'&istent "long-hand notes" that he swore were "made by my self., , 
during the performance of the examinaticai,...'"rhi 3 , of course, is ■sdiat 
wduld be required. All those details in the fifteen pages could not be 
i in his head alone, ’^o these he does not refer, and the reason is obvious: 

I have publicized the fact 1 iiat they are not in Exhibit 397, where they 
were whan he was on the stand, or in Fjle 371, where they are also required 
to be. ?he notes of the autopsy are the essence of it. There are, 
officially, no notes to support this one, no mptes against which it can 
be cheeked for error, and, of fourse, no notes to be carDss-examlned about. 
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Ccmplicating it even farther, the receipts showfthat the Naval 
Hospital gave all its records of the autopsfc^q^ every copy of ^ 
^inal=4ea£* to the White House, i‘o, \mless the Commission gave him 
^ materials to work with, from his owa testi^ny he had no basis for 
piepering the drawings. He also testified (®0.81-E) that he gave 
verbal directions to the illustrator, in part from his memory, and 
that this method could not be precise, ffe begged for the photographs 
at several points in his testimony and ’^id these^dharts, made months 
after the autopsy, could not be "true to scale", m also swore that 
with "the bony prominences .. .which we used as poin'cs of reference, I 
cannot transmit complete/«to the ulllustrator ^ere they are situated." 

So much for CBS^ and STomed’ "precision" 

u 

CBS: About the head wound, ®athsr asked, "...there was only one?" Ht/mes replied, 

"There was only one,,, That was posterior, about two end a to If 
centimeters to the right of the midline, posteriorly. About this, 
he said, "we <tan" be "lery «; ecise"and "absolutely certain , precisely 
and incontrovertibly" ^ prage 12 ) . 



Pact: 




I CBS: 

Beet: 

I CBS: 

I Bact: 

I 



On Tdiat basis? There are no such markings on this, pretendedly the only 
chart - 0 *- a trough and inaccurate one never intended to be accurate, 
from his own teUing. There is no head diagram of the fatal wound# 
on which these markings appear. During Col. Pierre B^nck’s testimony 
about the head wound t2H379ff) he used " a scheme which I prepared 
before the 2Ed of November. Jt is a teaching scheme", was entered in 
evidence as Exhibit S 400 (iffittix:!S«r*XBfXSi(17H50t. Part of ^ 
tehiblt 397 is an unindetiflsd sketch whidi may be of the President s 
head wounds but it bears no marking of midline, no Indieatiin of 2 f 
cm and no marking that would locate this "entry" from top to bottom. 

^n any event, S^pies told Rather and the world-wide audience only that 
ha had used only this single sketch iifcreparing the artists conceptions. 
How "precis", "incontrobertibly" and "'absolutely certain" he can be about 
describing to a third person how to locate a wound based on 
notes he couldn't have from the testimony^ and from^^chart that he told 
CBS he used when none of the data he needed is on sourcOj^is 
soemthing 4et CBS, for all the depth of its "ii^estigatlon" did nob 
"lliFt he doet Sr^--Hr'goeas explain his reluctance to be interviewed by 
anyone other than CBS^ ^h iugdi . 



How many autopsies have you perform^?" Dr, Humes:"! would estimate 
approximately one thousand" | 

None of any^'idS difference if these were autopsies 

natural-causes deaths, stab wounds, blows by mrious objects, ^c. The 
proper cuestion,-ffierEad CBS been Intent ^n anything but a white- 
wash, was how many autopsie^&re there haa^iibeon. murder by gunshot. 
This CBS did not ask. ^ad he performed a million autopsies on cancer 
victims, this would not wualify him for th e Preside nt autops^here 
the President was murdered with gunshots^ I pu go in) 



^^ere is no limit to_th 9 .number of times (IBS was determined to respeat 
this lie..f5ronkltB^W&^ (page 13) to close the ^es eppearance, ^ 

"So. the" chief pathologist at the Kennedy autopsy, after re-examining 
the X-rays and photograptoiAA I emphasize the word "lie", for the al er- 
'^ti'Ve-'I&^rhaps lesi^ttr^tive. That CBS would even pretend to ^^ut^ 
on such shows without knowing the simple, basic facts of the case, A- 
jLn the autopsy there is nothing more 1 b sic than the unq.uestionable fact 
that the undeveloued pictures left the hospital the early morning of 
Noyemhar 25^--t-3 boyond aonooptiew. 

ID 
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Comment :A11 of this has been a buildup for Arlen Specter, self-styled father 
of the "single-bullet Sheoiy". Cronkl^e’s tow is a biased recounting 
of what CBS wants believed, “e repeat.f^he Commission’s accounting for 
three bullets through this theory ja»d the a^knowledgnent that "one 



three bullets through this theory ja»d the 
missed entirely", 



"C^tild one bullet have wounded botfi Ma President Kennedy and 
Go^rnor Gonnally"**^ (page 13 )( 2 J; 



Pact; 



/I tu’'Xr-*vwt* 



r<t B 



This is another whitewashing question. What CBS should have asked is 
what the Report oou^d not-and did not- face^ could a bullet inflict 
these seven wniini^«. ^i<f-j.iaLi3r--at avi Pu i n nifin and through this 

spectaculer aareer remain almost 100^ intac;^, almost 100^ unmutilated, 
and mdefoimadi ^o this all the doctors, in one way or another, said 
no, so Specter, as aommission qAestionar, substituted a hypothetical 
bullet which, like CBSJ^, eliminated the essential qualifications about 
■file real condition of the real bullet, 

Ci^it / 

Specter aeyB {page 14) that "the single most convincing piece of 
:: evidence, that one bullet hit both men" was a question, not an answer ) 

Tt At. .urAn ii I ij V 1 II J -7,r r~ mi 1 d-=i T ^ , "Where did the bullet go". His entire 
/ \\ ch ain of reasonii^g is that this bullet cams from -ftie r^ar, of which he 
' / hsVho evidenc'S^ljHe neier oonsidersd that it could havqroome from the front, 

/ of Tfliich he then had abundant evi dance, ^ad he aver considered front 
y entry, he would have known that there was testimony of a bullet hitting 
the street behind the *"reaident, such as that of Mrs, ^onald Baker (WWII 
129-31). ^t is only from the conclusion built-in to the Commission’s 
work that^he phoney question Trolsod by Speoter_jexists. ^t is not an 
answer. Specter is also ccnslstent: he told nothing to tie CBS. audience 
about tb@condition of tba real btJJLet and the medical testimony that it 
cduld not possibly have had the history he attributed to ■ 



AskJapecter to "describe'*?^^ us any other l^ory, besides the d.ngle 
bullet theory, that would support the conclusions in the Beport"|3fSI® 



mraCT Specter said "you could have three separate bullets... the President could 
have been struck at frame lS6...the Governor could have been struck 
some 42 frames later |f he meant not before 42 frames later) and -Bie third shot 
could have hit'President Kennedy's head at fcame 313... So 

it is not indespensible to have the single bullet conclusion to come to 
the basic finding that Oswald was the''SSS~sble assassin." (apge 14). 






This is quite true, if you present such a specious argument to CBS, ^t 
is not otherwise true. Aside from all the many other things disqualif^ng 
it, and they are, in^deed, many, there is the question of the blooW o*- 
of James C. Tagus, jp was at that time - struck by a fragnent of a "mleaed^ 
bullet or the spray’ of concrete from it where it struck the curbstone. 
Th e Comn lsslon and CBS^ both acknowledge this "missed " bullet. Cronkite 

Ccmmiasion concluded "one missed p^irelyg^^aBSM^lmiiii uatirl 

CEB and Specter have nothing more'^to say about this "missed" bullet. To 



CBS and Specter have nothing more to say about this "missed" bullet. To 
their whitewash work, ”ague bled in vain. They have cast him out 
'?^f history. 

Comment: Having'jpTpulled this off without any CBS-man or the former Gommiasion 

CQWTigel getti ng ill on camera. CBS rapidly switched to the story of 

this bullet C^5) and its finding. 

Rather lead^ 'Darrell ^dmlinacn, the hospital engineer, through a tortured 
editing of his sworn testimony (he told Specter he’d have trouble sleeping 




rQn» pogo XX 



CBS: 



If he testified to what Specter wanted him to ) in which jnst about every- 
thing waa as CBS wanted, even this; EAilHEH; It was a spent sheliv TOM- 
LINSON; Yes". Now there was no shell at all. / 

^his is followed by continuing CBS misrepresentation: "Critics have 
claimed that in fact the bullet came from the President's stretcher..." 

CBS has special criticis in its files for such quote, critics not as 
generally understood by the word. I would be more precise to say ths major 
critics believe the history of this bullet is consistent with its having 
been planted, aa obvious nossibliity c onside red by neither the 'commission 
nor CBS^ (Page 16)^ 

Belatedly, but with what a build-up,'^2*te^^i:his bullet cou^^haver-'"'''''^^ 
remained in such close to uristene cond^ ion with idiat wes'trfteibuted Iftj 
to it . TPhey~cmductedr the ir~dwjF’tes t , ^^^tin^the man who conducted 
the original one and thus had his own past and record to justify^ astoz. 



aiipazest iy £setl±tieB^aicdzB&a£f zzfif^ther zr zzz 

y i^T-7*TOjnrt m-7np>Tr<cr*iBt'ygyeBfetaBimggg±giznzB±Bgtg-<Tr^ld.te* a cute rep- 
resentation of the test was "1» see hojw far a 6.5 Mannlicher- Carcand 
bullet would penetrate^ ( f ' 

^act: The kind, of bullet is also important. Was it. of the ancient and unde- 

pendable vintage allegedly used in the assassination, or one of the 
fresh ones, of ^hich I have a sample, made ipwi^ not more than SO years 
ago but currently. The representation of the ^jvemor’s chest wound 
was entirely lacking in anything even uratended to duplicate ths bone, 
four inches of which was so smashed ^tsS^ieoes adted as secondary 
projectiles^ or in anything that w>ufl^ake fragnents of metal from 
this bullet, as ha^ne^ in the gove^or’s cheat .There was masonite for 
the bone^in the wrisV^^ge 16) ^ 

a J- X, -X^ wsawwl 



Si 1^1 






CBS; 



dec^red (page 17)"0f course, wejigve no rib here, but it still 
simtilates passing throu^ iflnsh ^hei" 

Further destroying what llttl§~yretense of integrity existed in this 
charade with a Presidential assassination, uiivier then acknowledged that 
his test bullet, in some cases, "lodged in the wrist." •'’hus there would 
he a wrist wound that did not transit the wrist, as happened with 
yonnally, and no accounting for his thi^ wound, wIe re there was qeoT ^ 
power behind the bulle to lodge a fragnent Iri^n 
doctors did not remove. What does this ts st-^yeir'wlthout the added 
barrier of the Governor's rib, which CBS igsiredp'show about the thigh 
woundVOlivier said, "Behind this wrist, we had another gelatin block, 
aepreeenting .the Governor’s thigh. •*‘n tobs of tha.-caaes did this thing 
act^^^lly penetrate that" * Se has a conSolatioi prize for CBS;"JT 
iDUld have taken very little more velocity to have caused a slm^ar 
wound." In short, they couldn't make it work -not in any case, not with 
a crooked test, which ba;d no representation of the rib. Not a single 
"thing" ( a haj^y cholcel) actually penetrate" the mockup of the thi^l 
Neither Lister noh Glivier are troubled by his conclusions;""! t/iink 
they very strongly show that this one bullet could have caused all the 
wounds". Cronkite took it up for CBS: "Our tests confirm that a single 
bullet could indeed have wounde^r both men." What is the proof jCBS couldn’t 
do it even ^en they rigged a crooked test. ' 

C A 

Generously, since they control the semantics, "co^edes" that it is 
"possible" but askni asks "if it is proballe" (page 17). 









1 - 1 , ;, 4 ^^ not this at all but whetter a bullet hittlns h question 

three diffeWbody parts and shedding ?ra^nts^ an SSe 

inmutialted and undnfmiii i7f^ m an three can remain intact, 

by -ether, could^hlf 

i^probable,^ which he aTditiLri’^prsi^ 

S: *; "’•* entlc 

specifically said h^^rMS 1 “f a “>an likoKaa 

have been published but CBS saw to’^Srf^th^n^ c^i^^icisma that 

wrd aould be law. 4 ll icrilL" toT^ 

Warren Sepoufs conclusion, thS 0a4ld^d 

If this is a "critic" to shooting." ^qq 18) / 

The kind of"critic" Con'aly is beeome<! ■*! says be trusted or beliewd ■? 
him promote his wife to "tS bit wiT^f more transparent when CBS ha^ 
Exactly what CBS is ^ What does she belifve^ 

sSs How 

*-itfJ«?uSXiissgr5r 

S^rilsL ?aif=^ =^“*“ “■> ‘>» =>' 



CBS: 

Fact; 



CBS: 

Fact: 



— oiivu ouiugs as tne dire 
anmunition used^ ( pages 18-917 

U “fSrXel ?? T* '» 

v-preimitoa by any "critic" for his conaiderat^ ^ "theory" ^ 

consider "a second assassin" b«t discard ?Mrou • J>i 

°bL£d“! "*”s:ru ° 

II ^o'.^ »«.aln-u4s. SOk-, 

than 0,„,1 -lo'TlSVoLflL:.®”,"^-,^ S'’ ^ 

^.k.a=t aai.rs: 

ith no one to gainsay him, no child to cry "naked" '^ponlH+a wi + », * 
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CBS: 



Fact: 



How CDnvenieat of CBS, to present no one else's "objections", which 
certainly makes the GoV3rnor’s "the most troubling". And hBwwtiosni^t- 

£nix0fz±hamxtazsayzi3iBsaEXHcraxdlcBppagiS3E 7 }’*^ 

T*.o was there to argue with CBS, which then said, on the basis o:^it.s 
own strong desi:^e,tbh*faB 2 aifatEti^^hat the straw man it built incapable 
of standing was demoloshediThese "now disappear". R.I.P. After 
disap-Dear,“with nof additional intrusions upon the solemnity, dignity 
end o^&roe^ing logic of this Grimm tale, Cronkite intoned;" CBS HEWS 
coneiuZes, therefore, that Oswald was the sole assassin"* (aj^ 20). 



Knowing full well that it cannot stop here, CBS asks rhettoical questions, 
the answers to tiiich it had firmly fixed in its corporate'^Sfind and 
glowing tube before it undertook its Tideowhitewash:"But was he 
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